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laws, but should be construed merely as denying a cause of
action for domestic purposes. If, as in the case of the Gaming
Act, 1845 (v) and the Gaming Act, 1892 (w), a transaction
is declared to be null and void, and it is also provided that no
action shall be brought to recover any sum of money payable
thereunder, it would appear to be clear that the latter pro-
vision is merely an emphatic, but unnecessary, mode of ex-
pression reinforcing the preceding declaration of nullity, and it
is far-fetched to attribute to the legislature the intention of
making the provision a procedural one for any purpose of the
conflict of laws.

Similarly, in Ontario the Medical Act requires the registration
of all persons who practise medicine or surgery within the
province, and imposes penalties for non-registration, and de-
clares that a registered person may recover reasonable charges for
his services. The statute also contains a provision (x) that
no person shall be entitled to recover any charge in any court
for medical or surgical services unless he pioduces to the court
a certificate that he was registered under the statute at the time
the services were^ rendered. It is submitted that there is no
justification for construing this provision as procedural so as to
prevent a person who practises medicine or surgery outside of
Ontario and renders services outside of Ontario from bringing
an action in Ontario to recover reasonable charges for his ser-
vices ( y).

As regards the Moneylenders Act, the decision in Nihalchand
Navalchand v. McMulten (a) is not a clear-cut one, because the
court merely declined to enter judgment in default of appear-
ance on a specially endorsed writ, and the plaintiff was of
course at liberty to make a subsequent motion for judgment
upon proof of the facts, and on that occasion the court would
have the opportunity of reconsidering the characterization of
the statute. As it was, the court cited decisions under the
Statute of Frauds and the Gaming Acts, and provisionally sug-

(i?) Statute of the United Kingdom, adopted in Ontario and now
appearing in R.S.O. 1937, c. 297, s. 4.

(w) Statute of the United Kingdom, adopted in Ontario and now
appearing in R.S.O. 1937, c. 297, s. 5.

(a?) R.S.O. 1937, c. 225, s. 50, re-enacting 1932, c. 22, s. 21.

(y) So far as the contrary was decided in Johnson v. Pepler
(1932), 41 O.W.N. 207, the decision would appear to indefensible.
The right conclusion was reached in similar circumstances in the
Nova Scotia case of Wilmot v. Shaw (1881), 14 N.S.R. 343.

(a)   [1934] 1 K.B. 171.